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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-18 are pending. 

Response to Amendment 

Applicant's amendments have been noted. See new rejections based on these 
amendments below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 9-11 and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 

being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 

which applicant regards as the invention. 

1. Claim 9 recites "wherein the continuing step continues the registration process if 
a failure count does not exist for the mobile station". Claim 9 is dependent on 
claim 1, which recites "process the communication address request based on a 
failure count". It is unclear how the failure count is able to not exist in claim 9, 
when in claim 1 it was stated that the failure count was used to process the 
communication process request. 

2. Claim 16 recites "wherein the processing step continues a registration process if 
a failure count does not exist for the mobile station". Claim 16 is dependent on 
claim 1 . It is unclear how the failure count is able to not exist in claim 16, when in 
claim 1 it was stated that the failure count was used to process the 
communication process request. 
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3. Any claims not specifically addressed are rejected by virtue of dependency. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-5, 7-10, and 12-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Sistanizadeh et al (US 6,452,925), herein referred to as Sis, in view 

of Inoue etal (US 6,891,519). 

Claim 1: 

Sis discloses the limitation of receiving a communication address request for a 
temporary communication address from a mobile station, the communication address 
request including an identifier of the mobile station (col 9, lines 49-53; col 10, lines 1-4; 
col 1 1 , lines 8-1 9; and col 1 2, lines 1 0-1 6). Note that Sis discloses that the request 
comes from a PC, where a PC can be either a desktop or a laptop. The examiner 
submits that a laptop is a mobile station. 

Sis does not disclose processing the communication address request based on a 
failure count accessed using the identifier for the mobile station, the failure count 
indicating a number of times the mobile station has been denied registration. However, 
note that part of processing the communication address request in Sis's invention is to 
authenticate the computer/mobile station and the user (col 12, lines 10-16). Further, 



Application/Control Number: 09/878,230 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2135 

Inoue discloses authentication based on a failure count accessed using the identifier for 
the mobile station, the failure count indicating a number of times the mobile station has 
been denied registration (col 13, lines 10-29 and col 16, lines 6-20). 

In light of Inoue's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time applicant's invention was made to modify Sis's invention according to 
the limitations recited in claim 1 . One of ordinary skill would have been motivated to do 
so because Inoue discloses the even if registration was denied once, it is still possible 
for a mobile station and/or user to attempt repeated registration, resulting in jammed 
network traffic and difficulty in normal system operation (col 12, lines 28-36). Inoue's 
teachings would cope with this type of attack (col 12, lines 37-41). 
Claim 2: 

The limitations recited in claim 2 are obvious to Sis's modified invention as they 
are disclosed by Inoue. Inoue discloses: 

1 . Accessing the failure count for the mobile station based on the identifier (col 1 3, 
lines 10-29 and col 16, lines 6-20). 

2. Ignoring the communication address request if the failure count exceeds a 
predetermined threshold (Fig 14 and col 13, lines 23-33). 

Claim 3: 

The limitations recited in claim 3 are obvious to Sis's modified invention as they 
are disclosed by Inoue. Inoue discloses continuing with a registration process if the 
failure count does not exceed a predetermined threshold (Fig 14 and col 13, lines 23- 
33). 
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Claims 4 and 12: 

The limitations recited in claims 4 and 12 are obvious to Sis's modified invention 
as they are disclosed by Inoue. Inoue discloses incrementing the failure count for the 
mobile station if during the registration process the mobile station is not authenticated 
(Fig 14 and col 17-22). 
Claims 5 and 13: 

The limitations recited in claims 5 and 13 are obvious to Sis's modified invention 
as they are disclosed by Inoue. Inoue implicitly discloses sending a message to the 
mobile station instructing the mobile station not to attempt registration for a 
predetermined period of time if the incremented failure count equals or exceeds the 
predetermined threshold (col 12, lines 58-67). 
Claims 7 and 14: 

Sis does not explicitly disclose decrementing the failure count after a 
predetermined period of time has elapsed from the sending step. However, the 
examiner asserts that resetting/decrementing the failure count after a predetermined 
period of time is a well known feature in the art of networking. At the time applicant's 
invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
further modify Sis's invention such that the failure count was decremented/reset after a 
predetermined period of time has passed from the sending step. One of ordinary skill 
would have been motivated to do so as it would allow a legitimate user and mobile 
station to be able to attempt registration again without the need for manual intervention 
by an administrator. 
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Claims 8 and 15: 

Claims 8 and 15 recite limitations substantially similar to claims 7 and 14 and are 
rejected for the same reasons. 
Claims 9 and 16: 

The limitations recited in claims 9 and 16 are obvious to Sis's modified invention 
as they are disclosed by Inoue. Inoue implicitly discloses wherein the 
continuing/processing step continues the registration process if a failure count does not 
exist for the mobile station (Fig 14 and col 13, lines 10-16). The examiner interprets the 
failure count not existing to be the same as the failure count being zero. 
Claims 10 and 17: 

The limitations recited in claims 10 and 17 are obvious to Sis's modified invention 
as they are disclosed by Inoue. Inoue discloses: 

1 . Incrementing the failure count for the mobile station if a failure count was 
accessed and if during the registration process the mobile station is not 
authenticated (Fig 14 and col 13, lines 17-22). 

2. Initializing a failure count for the mobile station to an initial value of the failure 
count does not exist for the mobile station and if during the registration process 
the mobile station is not authenticated (Fig 14 and col 13, lines 10-16). 
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Claims 6, 11, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sistanizadeh et al (US 6,452,925), herein referred to as Sis, in view of Inoue et al 
(US 6,891 ,519) in further view of Holmes et al (US 6,256,1 16). 
Claims 6, 11, and 18: 

Sis does not explicitly disclose wherein the mobile station is a mobile station in 
one of a wireless data network and a wireless voice network. However, Holmes 
discloses a communication network consisting of a mobile station in one of a wireless 
data network and a wireless voice network (col 1, lines 19-26). At the time applicant's 
invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use 
Sis and Inoue's teachings in a mobile station in one of a wireless data network and a 
wireless voice network because Sis and Inoue's teachings would make the networks 
more secure and protect against repeated registration attacks (Inoue: col 12, lines 28- 
41). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ponnoreay Pich whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7962. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-4:30pm Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on 571-272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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